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this contention - as a convenient one, the Carvaka now
raises an objection^

Objection ; The injunction is a codana (instigation)
and it commands tha,t an act should be done for a specific
end. The self that will have a relation with another body,
cannot be had from the ^phala codana^ - instigation caused
by an idea of the result.   Why does the ^hala codana*
not involve or imply such a self ? If this question is askedy
you have to reply whether it is the 'pasvadi phala codana'
(result of obtaining cattle as the instigator of the svarga-
di phala codana' that implies this self.   It cannot be the
former - One performs the 'karinyadF rites and as a con-
sequence may obtain animals even in this life. It cannot
also be the latter. When we speak of svarga (heaven) as
the end, you cannot prove that svarga is a different world
You can only say that it stands for happiness; and this
does not make out the relation of the self to another body
necessary or essential. Either way you cannot get at such
a self.

The same result would follow even in ^naiyyamika
codana, (instigation of an absolute law) and ^aimittika
codana' (instigation under specific conditions). When the
phala codana itself is unable to imply a distinct 'bhokta',
these codanas are completely weak in implying it. Such
'phala' is directly experienced as 'sukha-prapti, and 'dukha
nivrittr. The Bhatta cannot speak of the 'phala' ifor
'naiyyamika codana'. Even the 'prayascitta codana' does
not involve such a self since this act has a direct resul
here and now in so far as the defect is said to be removed.
And it is possible to experience here itself the 'dosha
phala' viz., sorrow.